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E�PLURALISMO�DELLE�EPISTEMOLOGIE
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excuse� to� leave� everything� un�
changed�.

,QWURGX]LRQH

Quando�si�parla�di�relativismo�in�𿿿loso𿿿a,�bisogna�
per�prima�cosa�riuscire�a�intendersi.�Nel�panorama�
attuale,�all’interno�della�tradizione�analitica�così�come�
DO�GL�IXRUL�GL�HVVD��VHPEUD�HVVHUVL�VWDELOL]]DWD�O¶LGHD�FKH�
VL�GHEED�SDUODUH�GL�³SL�´�UHODWLYLVPL���FKH�GLIIHULVFRQR�
SHU�FDPSR�GL�DSSOLFD]LRQH��FLRq�SHU�WHPD�LQWRUQR�D�FXL�
VL�YXROH�UDJLRQDUH�LQ�WHUPLQL�GL�UHODWLYLVPR��H��DOOR�
VWHVVR�WHPSR��SHU�³LQWHQVLWj´��R��FRQQRWDQGROD�QHJDWL�
vamente,�“gravità”).

��F.�Putignano,�Feminist�Objectivity�in�Philosophy�of�Science:�
A�Crossroad�between�Politics�and�Epistemology��WHVL�GL�GRWWRUDWR��
Università�Ca’�Foscari,�Venezia�2022,�p.�172.

��Cfr.�A.�Coliva,�,�PRGL�GHO�UHODWLYLVPR,�Laterza,�Roma�2009;�
M.�Baghramian��A�Brief�History�of�Relativism,�in�M.�Krausz�(eds),�
Relativism:�A�Contemporary�Anthology��&ROXPELD�8QLYHUVLW\�
Press,�New�York�2010,�pp.�31-53;�Id.,�The�Many�Faces�of�Rela�
WLYLVP,�Routledge,�London-New�York�2014.
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$OOR�VWHVVR�WHPSR��OD�OHWWHUDWXUD�FULWLFD�GHJOL�XOWLPL�
GHFHQQL�KD�GLVWLQWR�SRVL]LRQL�FKH��SHU�TXDQWR�QH�VLDQR�
diretta�𿿿gliazione�o�tocchino�temi�in�comune�con�esso,�
sarebbe�giusti𿿿cato�QRQ�FKLDPDUH�SURSULDPHQWH�³UH�
lativismo”.�È�pur�vero�che�quest’ultimo�dibattito�fa�a�
VXD�YROWD�SDUWH��LQ�UHDOWj��GHOOD�GLVFXVVLRQH�LQWRUQR�DOOD�
distinzione�di�varie�gradazioni�di�relativismo:�si�può�
VRVWHQHUH�FKH��ULPDQHQGR�IHUPD�OD�PHGHVLPD�DUFKL�
WHWWXUD�FRQFHWWXDOH��VROWDQWR�OH�JUDGD]LRQL�SL��LQWHQVH�
meritino�il�nome�di�relativismo,�𿿿nendo�così�per�deno�
minare�le�posizioni�più�blande�con�espressioni�diverse.

,O�SUREOHPD�FKH�YRUUHL�LQFRPLQFLDUH�D�LQGDJDUH�LQ�
TXHVWR�VDJJLR�VL�LQVHULVFH�LQ�TXHVWD�SRU]LRQH�GHO�GLEDW�
tito�contemporaneo�su�relativismo�e�posizioni�af𿿿ni.�
9HUUj�LQIDWWL�SUHVD�LQ�FRQVLGHUD]LRQH�OD�Standpoint�The�
ory��67�G¶RUD�LQ�SRL��QHOO¶DPELWR�GHOO¶HSLVWHPRORJLD�
IHPPLQLVWD��OD�TXDOH�D�VXD�YROWD�ID�SLHQDPHQWH�SDUWH�
GHO�GLEDWWLWR�HSLVWHPRORJLFR�JHQHUDOH��FRQWULEXHQGR�
anzi�a�metterne�in�discussione�princìpi�e�certezze�ac�
quisite.�Nel�pensiero�femminista�è�infatti�centrale�la�
volontà�–�attualizzata�in�molteplici�𿿿loni�di�ricerca�e�
SUDWLFKH�±�GL�PHWWHUH�LQ�GLVFXVVLRQH�QRQ�VROWDQWR�SDUWH�
GHL�FRQWHQXWL�GHOOD�FRQRVFHQ]D�ULFHYXWD�QHOOH�VRFLHWj�
SDWULDUFDOL��PD�DQFKH�LO�³PRGR´�VWHVVR�LQ�FXL�TXHVWD�
conoscenza�veniva�tradizionalmente�concepita.�È�sta�
WD�LQIDWWL�LQGLFDWD�FRPH�SUREOHPDWLFD�O¶DWWULEX]LRQH�
DOOD�FRQRVFHQ]D�GL�WUDWWL�GHOOD�³QHXWUDOLWj �́�OD�VFLHQ]D�
SUHVHQWDWD�FRPH�XQ�VDSHUH�SXUDPHQWH�IDWWXDOH��SHU�OR�
più�indipendente�da�chi�lo�ricavava�ed�enunciava,�così�
come�dal�contesto�sociale,�storico�e�culturale.�Il�nodo�
GHO�SHQVLHUR�IHPPLQLVWD��RJJHWWR�GL�LQWHUHVVH�GHOO¶DUWL�
FROR��VRQR�JOL�DUJRPHQWL�RSSRVWL�D�XQD�WDOH�LPPDJLQH�
H�FKH��DO�FRQWUDULR��SXQWDQR�D�PHWWHUH�LQ�ULVDOWR�JOL�
DVSHWWL�³VLWXDWL´�GHOOD�FUHD]LRQH�GHOOD�FRQRVFHQ]D��PD�
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VHQ]D�OLPLWDUVL�D�XQD�PHUD�±�SHU�TXDQWR�FUXFLDOH�±�
FRQWHVWXDOL]]D]LRQH�VWRULFD�GL�GHWHUPLQDWH�VFRSHUWH�
ed�elaborazioni�scienti𿿿che�(come�farebbe�la�storia�
della�scienza),�bensì�volendo�capire�le�implicazioni�
WHRUHWLFKH�GL�WDOH�VLWXDWHGQHVV�.

Il�saggio�è�strutturato�come�segue.�Inizierò�cercan�
GR�GL�FRQWHVWXDOL]]DUH�XQ�PRYLPHQWR�GL�JUDQGH�LQWH�
resse�e�crescente�portata�in�sociologia�e�𿿿loso𿿿a�della�
VFLHQ]D��FKH�JXDUGD�DOOD�PROWHSOLFLWj�GHOOH�HSLVWHPROR�
gie�come�a�un�fatto�e�poi�come�a�un�fatto�positivo.�Ciò�
premesso,�mi�occuperò�di�delineare�i�tratti�essenziali�
GHOOD�Standpoint�Theory�QHOO¶DPELWR�GHOO¶HSLVWHPRORJLD�
IHPPLQLVWD��D�SDUWLUH�GDOOD�TXHVWLRQH�GHOO¶³RJJHWWLYLWj �́�
FRQFHQWUDQGRPL�VXO�WUDWWDPHQWR�GHO�³UHODWLYLVPR´�LQ�
essa.�La�sezione�seguente�farà�i�conti�più�nel�dettaglio�
su�quale�sia�realmente�la�posta�in�gioco�per�la�ST.�Do�
podiché,�effettuerò�un�paio�di�rilievi�critici�intorno�ai�
GLYHUVL�PRGL�GL�LQWHQGHUH�LO�UHODWLYLVPR�H�OD�TXHVWLRQH�
GHOOH�HSLVWHPRORJLH�SOXUDOL�QHO�FRQWHVWR�JOREDOH�GD�SDUWH�
della�𿿿loso𿿿a�e�della�sociologia�contemporanee.�Il�testo�
si�conclude�con�un�brevissimo�esercizio�di�autoriÀes�
VLRQH�VXOO¶DWWLYLWj�DFFDGHPLFD��LVSLUDWR�GDOO¶DSSURIRQ�
dimento�della�ST.

1.�L’epistemologia�globale

Prima�di�tutto�ciò,�però,�è�opportuno�allargare�
OR�VJXDUGR�VXO�WLSR�GL�RSHUD]LRQH�DQDOLWLFD�FKH�LQ�
tendo�condurre.�Secondo�un�𿿿lone�di�pensiero�non�

��D.�Haraway,�Situated�knowledge:�The�Science�Question�
in�Feminism�and�the�Privilege�of�Partial�Perspective,�«Feminist�
Studies»,�14�(1988),�3,�pp.�575-599.�
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certo�recente�e�pur�tuttavia�in�crescita�in�𿿿loso𿿿a�e�
LQ�VRFLRORJLD��LO�YROHU�UDJLRQDUH�GL�UHODWLYLVPR�H�RJ�
JHWWLYLWj�SUHQGHQGR�LQ�FRQVLGHUD]LRQH�XQD�SDUWLFRODUH�
WHRULD�IHPPLQLVWD�YHUVXV�l’ortodossia�scienti𿿿ca�ge�
QHULFDPHQWH�LQWHVD�VDUHEEH��LQ�UHDOWj��XQ¶RSHUD]LRQH�
HVWUHPDPHQWH�OLPLWDQWH�ULVSHWWR�DOOD�UHDOH�SRUWDWD�GHO�
problema.�Anche�nell’accademia�occidentale�si�sta�in�
IDWWL�GLIIRQGHQGR�XQD�VHPSUH�PDJJLRUH�FRQVDSHYROH]]D�
della�pluralità�delle�epistemologie�a�livello�globale.�Per�
meglio�dire,�ciò�che�sta�prendendo�piede�non�è�tanto,�o�
VROWDQWR��OD�FRQVDSHYROH]]D�FKH�HVLVWRQR�GLYHUVL�PRGL�
GL�SURGX]LRQH�GHOOD�FRQRVFHQ]D�H�GHOOD�VFLHQ]D��TXDQWR�
LO�IDWWR�FKH�HVVL�PHULWDQR�GL�HVVHUH�SUHVL�VXO�VHULR�QHO�
merito�delle�conseguenze�che�tale�diversi𿿿cazione�ha�
rispetto�ai�contenuti�del�sapere.

3HU�IDU�TXHVWR�q�QHFHVVDULR�PHWWHUH�LQ�TXHVWLRQH�
O¶DWWHJJLDPHQWR��SL��R�PHQR�FRQVFLR��VHFRQGR�FXL�OD�
6FLHQ]D�FRQ�OD�HVVH�PDLXVFROD�SHUWLHQH�HVFOXVLYDPHQWH�
DOOD�VWRULD�H�DO�SHQVLHUR�ORFDOL]]DWR�GDSSULPD�LQ�(XURSD�
e�poi�in�Nord�America.�Se�infatti�si�accetta�che�«la�
FRPSUHQVLRQH�GHO�PRQGR�VXSHUD�GL�JUDQ�OXQJD�OD�FRP�
SUHQVLRQH�RFFLGHQWDOH�GHO�PRQGRª���VL�LQWXLVFH�VXELWR�
FKH�GL�PRGL�QRQ�VROWDQWR�GL�³FRQRVFHUH´�PD�SXUH�GL�
“de𿿿nire�che�cosa�conta�come�conoscenza”�se�ne�pos�
VRQR�HQXPHUDUH�QHOO¶RUGLQH�GHOOH�PLJOLDLD�±�DPPHVVR�
che�un�tale�computo�abbia�senso.�Ciò�basta�ad�aprire�
un�nuovo�scenario�per�il�nostro�sguardo�𿿿loso𿿿co.

/¶HSLVWHPRORJLD�FKH�YXROH�DEEUDFFLDUH�LQ�WXWWH�OH�VXH�
FRQVHJXHQ]H�O¶LGHD�FKH�GL��FRVWUX]LRQH�GHOOD��FRQRVFHQ�
]D�QRQ�FH�QH�VLD�XQD�VROD��R�XQD�VROD�YDOLGD�H�DFFHWWDEL�
OH��RWWLHQH�FRPH�ULVXOWDWR�LPPHGLDWR�LO�PROWLSOLFDUVL�GHL�

��B.d.S.�Santos,�Epistemologie�del�Sud.�Giustizia�contro�l’epi�
VWHPLFLGLR,�trad.�it.�S.�Mazzolini,�Castelvecchi,�Roma�2021,�p.�5.
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poli�d’attrazione.�Santos,�ad�esempio,�ha�affrontato�il�
tema�dal�punto�di�vista�della�sociologia.�Nel�farlo,�pur�
ULFRQRVFHQGR�OD�PROWHSOLFLWj�LPSOLFDWD�GDOOD�SRVL]LRQH�
𿿿loso𿿿ca�che�difende,�ha�preferito�impostare�il�discorso�
QHL�WHUPLQL�GL�³HSLVWHPRORJLH�GHO�6XG´�JOREDOH��QXPH�
URVH�H�GLYHUVH��DFFRPXQDWH�GDOO¶HVVHUH�PDUJLQDOL]]DWH�
da�quelle�del�Nord.�Queste,�a�onor�del�vero,�sono�a�
ORUR�YROWD�SOXUDOL��H�VROR�DOFXQH�VRQR�DVFULYLELOL�D�XQ�
³LPSHUR�FRJQLWLYR´�UHVSRQVDELOH�GL�XQ�³HSLVWHPLFLGLR´�
in�varie�parti�del�mondo.�La�complessità�del�quadro�
emerge�con�forza�da�subito.

L’attuale�situazione�non�può�che�essere�legata�alla�
VWRULD�GHOOD�FRORQL]]D]LRQH�GHOOH�$PHULFKH�H��SL��LQ�
JHQHUDOH��GHOO¶HJHPRQLD�FKH�LO�1RUG�VRFLRHFRQRPLFR�
GHO�PRQGR�D�WXWW¶RJJL�LQWUDWWLHQH�VXO�UHVWR�GHO�PRQGR��
TXHVWL�OXQJKL�H�VFRQYROJHQWL�SURFHVVL�KDQQR�XQ�HIIHW�
to�ancora�adesso�in�atto�sul�campo�della�conoscenza.�
6DQWRV�SDUOD�LQIDWWL�GL�XQ¶HJHPRQLD�QRQ�VROR�SROLWLFR�
FXOWXUDOH�FKH�DSSDUWLHQH�DOOD�VFLHQ]D��SRLFKp�HVVD�q�
stata�«trasformata�nell’unico�preciso�e�valido�tipo�di�
FRQRVFHQ]Dª�.�Un�rapporto�di�tipo�storico,�politico�e�
VRFLDOH�GDO�TXDOH�VDUHEEH�XQ�HUURUH�FRQVLGHUDUH�LP�
mune�il�campo�𿿿loso𿿿co�dell’epistemologia.�Uno�dei�
SULPL�HIIHWWL�FKH�TXHVWD�VIHUD�KD�VXELWR�q�VWDWR�LO�UHVWULQ�
JLPHQWR�GHO�FDPSR�GHOOD�FRQRVFHQ]D�ULWHQXWD�YDOLGD��
«solo�i�problemi�per�i�quali�la�scienza�poteva�avere�una�
ULVSRVWD�VRQR�VWDWL�FRQVLGHUDWL�GHJQL�GL�DWWHQ]LRQHª�.�
Nella�ricostruzione�di�Santos,�ciò�ha�comportato�una�
doppia�conseguenza.�Da�un�lato,�c’è�stato�un�impo�
YHULPHQWR�SHU�OD�VFLHQ]D�VWHVVD�GRYXWR�DOOD�ULVWUHWWD�
limitazione�della�de𿿿nizione�del�sapere�scienti𿿿co;�

��Ivi,�p.�158.
��,ELGHP.
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GDOO¶DOWUR��O¶HJHPRQLD�HSLVWHPRORJLFD�VL�q�GLPRVWUDWD�
HVVHUH�XQD�IRUPD�SHU�QXOOD�LQGLUHWWD�GL�GRPLQLR�YHU�
VR�LO�SHQVLHUR�H��FRQFUHWDPHQWH��YHUVR�OH�VRJJHWWLYLWj�
subalterne�che�a�quel�modello�non�si�conformavano.�

3URSULR�D�TXHVW¶XOWLPR�DVSHWWR�ULFRUGDWR�GDO�VRFLR�
ORJR�SRUWRJKHVH�q�SRVVLELOH�ULFRQGXUUH�LO�WHPD�SULQFL�
SDOH�GL�TXHVWR�VDJJLR��RYYHUR�LO�UDSSRUWR�WUD�OD�VFLHQ]D�
LQWHVD�FRPH�GHYRWD�HVFOXVLYDPHQWH�DOO¶³RJJHWWLYLWj´�H��
GDOO¶DOWUD�SDUWH��LO�PRQGR�YLVVXWR�GDOOH�SHUVRQH��ODGGRYH�
L�YDORUL�H�OH�QRUPH�VRFLRFXOWXUDOL�LQIRUPDQR�O¶DWWLYLWj�
umana�di�ogni�giorno.�L’ideologia�scienti𿿿ca�egemone�
YXROH�FKH�TXHVWL�GXH�PRQGL�UHVWLQR�VHSDUDWL�LO�SL��SRV�
sibile.�Anzi,�a�caratterizzare�essenzialmente�il�primo�è�
SURSULR�OD�GLVWDQ]D�GDO�VHFRQGR��XQD�³EXRQD´�VFLHQ]D�q�
TXHOOD�FRQGRWWD�LQ�PDQLHUD�HVHQWD�GD�FRQGL]LRQDPHQWL�
culturali,�societari,�emotivi,�storici.�L’epistemologia�
IHPPLQLVWD��FKH�6DQWRV�FRUUHWWDPHQWH�LQVFULYH�LQ�XQ�
EHQ�SL��DPSLR�PRYLPHQWR�SOXUDOH�GL�HSLVWHPRORJLH�
D�GLYHUVR�WLWROR�VXEDOWHUQH�WUD�6XG�H�1RUG�JOREDOL��KD�
LQVLVWLWR�QHOOH�VXH�GLYHUVH�LQFDUQD]LRQL�SURSULR�VXOO¶XU�
gente�revisione�di�questa�prescrizione�metascienti𿿿ca:�
la�conoscenza,�e�così�anche�la�scienza�propriamente�
intesa,�non�è�e�non�può�essere�del�tutto�slegata�da�
FRQVLGHUD]LRQL�YDORULDOL��FKH�VLDQR�GL�VWDPSR�VWRULFR�R�
culturale.�La�conoscenza�è�prima�di�tutto�storicamen�
WH�GHWHUPLQDWD��TXL�O¶DYYHUELR�QRQ�GHVLJQD�VROWDQWR�LO�
PHUR�DVSHWWR�FURQRORJLFR�GL�VXFFHVVLRQH�RUGLQDWD��EHQ�
sì�apre�alla�considerazione�più�fortemente�rivendicata�
GDOOH�WHRULH�IHPPLQLVWH��H�QRQ�VROR��FKH�OD�FRQRVFHQ]D�
sia�“situata”.�Il�“sito”,�dunque,�da�cui�le�forme�di�cono�
VFHQ]D�VRQR�FDUDWWHUL]]DWH��q�GDWR�GDO�SRVL]LRQDPHQWR�
LQGLYLGXDOH�H�VRFLHWDULR�GHOOD�SHUVRQD�FRLQYROWD�QHO�
processo�di�conoscenza.�Contano�fattori�individuali�e�
demogra𿿿co-sociali:�identità�etnica,�sessuale,�di�ge�
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QHUH��DSSDUWHQHQ]D�GL�FODVVH��FROORFD]LRQH�XUEDQD�R�
rurale,�valori�e�norme�culturali�seguite�e�così�via.�La�
VFLHQ]D��GD�TXHVWR�SXQWR�GL�YLVWD��QRQ�ID�HFFH]LRQH��
HVVHQGR�XQ¶DWWLYLWj�XPDQD�VLWXDWD�WDQWR�TXDQWR�RJQL�
DOWUD��QRQ�q�LPSHUPHDELOH�D�WXWWL�TXHL�IDWWRUL�FKH�LQYHFH�
OD�YLVLRQH�GHOO¶RJJHWWLYLWj�YRUUHEEH�QH�IRVVHUR�HVSXQWL�
per�de𿿿nizione,�o�quanto�meno�ridotti�al�minimo.

,O�WHPD�FHQWUDOH�q�GXQTXH�TXHOOR�GHOO¶RJJHWWLYLWj�
nella�pratica�scienti𿿿ca.�In�questa�sede�l’accento�sarà�
VXOOH�FRQGL]LRQL�GL�SRVVLELOLWj�H�GL�VHQVR�GL�WDOH�RJJHW�
tività�–�che�andrà�peraltro�meglio�de𿿿nita.�Allo�stes�
VR�WHPSR�HUD�GRYHURVD�XQD�EUHYH�FRQWHVWXDOL]]D]LRQH�
GHOOH�UDJLRQL�SL��DPSLH�FKH�VWDQQR�GLHWUR�DOO¶LQWHUHVVH�
SHU�OD�Standpoint�Theory.�Dal�riconoscimento�di�tali�
UDJLRQL�GLVFHQGHUj�DQFKH�XQD�ULOHYDQWH�DJJLXQWD�GL�
VHQVR�DO�WHUPLQH�³UHODWLYLVPR´�FKH�VDUj�FRQVLGHUDWR�
QRQ�VROWDQWR�QHOOD�GLPHQVLRQH�GHOOD�VXD�ORJLFD�LQWHUQD��
ma�anche�tenendo�presente�il�suo�signi𿿿cato�sociale�
e�politico.�In�𿿿n�dei�conti,�è�proprio�quest’ultimo�ad�
animare�una�revisione�del�paradigma�acquisito.

2.�/D�6WDQGSRLQW�7KHRU\�in�epistemologia�femmi�
QLVWD

6H�DJOL�DOERUL�LO�SHQVLHUR�IHPPLQLVWD�LQ�2FFLGHQWH�
è�𿿿orito�grazie�a�𿿿gure�intellettuali�al�di�fuori�della�
XQLYHUVLWj�,�la�successiva�riÀessione�speci𿿿camente�
DFFDGHPLFD�VXO�UDSSRUWR�WUD�IHPPLQLVPR�H�VFLHQ]D�
può�essere�suddivisa�in�due�tipologie�di�approcci,�uno�
SL��GHFRVWUXWWLYR�FULWLFR�ULVSHWWR�DOOR�status�quo�H�

��Cfr.�Putignano,�Feminist�Objectivity�in�Philosophy�of�Scien�
FH,�cit.,�pp.�26-30.
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XQR��LQYHFH��SL��FRQWHQXWLVWLFR�FRVWUXWWLYR�QHOO¶RWWL�
FD�GL�SURPXRYHUH�XQ�FDPELDPHQWR�SHU�LO�PHJOLR�QHO�
SUHVHQWH�H�QHO�IXWXUR�.�I�due�atteggiamenti�possono�
FRPXQTXH�LQFURFLDUVL�ULVSHWWR�DG�DOWUH�FDWHJRULH�FRQ�
le�quali�identi𿿿care�i�𿿿loni�di�pensiero�femminista.�Ad�
RJQL�PRGR��OD�Standpoint�Theory,�il�cui�inizio�si�può�
far�risalire,�secondo�la�ricostruzione�di�Hartstock���
alla�𿿿ne�degli�anni�Sessanta,�nasce�tramite�un’analogia�
FRQ�OD�FDUDWWHUL]]D]LRQH�PDU[LDQD�GHOOD�FODVVH�RSHUDLD��
FRPH�LO�SUROHWDULDWR�q�FHQWUDOH�DO�PRGR�GL�SURGX]LRQH�
FDSLWDOLVWLFR�SXU�HVVHQGRQH�VIUXWWDWR�H�GXQTXH�KD�LQ�
teresse�a�sovvertirlo,�così�le�donne�sono�oppresse�dal�
VLVWHPD�SDWULDUFDOH�SXU�UDSSUHVHQWDQGRQH�XQ�FDUGLQH��
loro�malgrado.�Il�punto�centrale�è,�però,�che�entrambe�
OH�FDWHJRULH��SURSULR�LQ�YLUW��GHOOD�ORUR�FRQGL]LRQH�VX�
EDOWHUQD��RWWHQJRQR�XQ�SXQWR�GL�YLVWD�VXO�VLVWHPD�FKH�
altrimenti�è�dif𿿿cile�da�raggiungere.

È�bene�sottolineare�che�le�metafore�“di�percorso”�
qui�impiegate�riÀettono�la�convinzione�delle�teoriche�
GHOOR�VWDQGSRLQW�FKH�OD�VHPSOLFH�FRQGL]LRQH�GL�RS�
pressione�non�sia�di�per�sé�suf𿿿ciente�ad�“acquisire”�
LO�SXQWR�GL�YLVWD�SULYLOHJLDWR��.�Quest’ultimo�richiede�

��Ivi,�pp.�41-42.
��N.�Hartstock,�The�Feminist�Standpoint:�Developing�the�

Ground�for�a�Speci𿿿cally�Feminist�Historical�Materialism��LQ�
S.�Harding,�M.�Hintikka�(eds),�Discovering�Reality:�Feminist�
Perspectives�on�Epistemology,�Metaphysics,�Methodology,�and�
Philosophy�of�Science�������.OXZH�$FDGHPLF�3XEOLVKHUV��'RU�
drecht�1983,�pp.�283-310.

���In�contesto�af𿿿ne,�Grosfoguel�sottolinea�come�bisogni�di�
VWLQJXHUH�WUD�HSLVWHPLF�ORFDWLRQ�H�VRFLDO�ORFDWLRQ.�Questa�distin�
]LRQH�FRQVHQWH�GL�QRQ�DVVHJQDUH�DXWRPDWLFDPHQWH�LO�SULYLOHJLR�
epistemico�ai�gruppi�marginalizzati.�Allo�stesso�tempo�consente�
VLD�GL�VSLHJDUH�FKL��GD�XQD�SRVL]LRQH�PDUJLQDOL]]DWD��q�VXFFXEH�
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LQIDWWL�XQ�LPSHJQR�DWWLYR�GL�SUHVD�GL�FRQVDSHYROH]]D��
secondo�Harding����GL�PROWL�IDWWRUL�GL�FUHD]LRQH�GHO�
sapere�scienti𿿿co;�dei�meccanismi�ideologici�che�rego�
lano�questi�processi;�della�natura�collettiva�del�punto�
di�vista�che�è�sì�individuale,�ma�è�ottenuto�in�relazione�
DOO¶DSSDUWHQHQ]D�D�XQ�JUXSSR�VRFLDOH��.

3L��LQ�JHQHUDOH��TXLQGL��O¶LGHD�DOOD�EDVH�GHOOD�67�q�
FKH�GHWHUPLQDWH�SHUVRQH�SRVVDQR��WUDPLWH�XQ�ODYRUR�
VRFLR�FRJQLWLYR�FROOHWWLYR��DFFHGHUH�D�XQ�³SULYLOHJLR�
HSLVWHPLFR´�LQ�UDJLRQH�GHOOD�ORUR�DSSDUWHQHQ]D�D�JUXSSL�
marginalizzati�in�una�determinata�società.�La�ragione�
GL�WDOH�DFFHVVR�VDUHEEH��LQ�XOWLPD�DQDOLVL��LO�GLVWDFFR�
FKH�HVLVWH�WUD�LO�WLSR�GL�YLWD��OH�HVSHULHQ]H��O¶HGXFD]LRQH��
L�YDORUL��FKH�GL�QRUPD�FRQGXFH�FKL�WUDGL]LRQDOPHQWH�
KD�DFFHVVR�DOOH�LVWLWX]LRQL�GL�FUHD]LRQH�H�UHSOLFD]LRQH�
GHOOD�VFLHQ]D�H��GDOO¶DOWUD�SDUWH��LO�WLSR�GL�YLWD�GL�FKL�QH�
YLHQH�HVFOXVR�R�ULPDQH�VRJJHWWR�SDVVLYR�GHOOD�GLIIX�
sione�della�conoscenza.�Poiché�i�processi�scienti𿿿ci�
QRQ�VRQR�LVRODWL�GDO�FRQWHVWR�VRFLDOH�H�FXOWXUDOH�GL�FKL�
OL�FRQGXFH�H�OHJLWWLPD��OD�SHUVLVWHQWH�RPRJHQHLWj�GHL�
gruppi�sociali�a�cui�è�concesso�di�farne�parte�fa�sì�che�
LO�WLSR�GL�GRPDQGH�GL�ULFHUFD�FKH�OL�JXLGDQR�VLD�OLPLWDWR�
H�IUXWWR�GL�XQD�SURVSHWWLYD�SDU]LDOH�±�VH�QRQ�SXUDPHQWH�

GL�XQ�SHQVLHUR�HVFOXGHQWH�LQ�TXDQWR�VL�ULWURYD�D�SUDWLFDUOR��VLD�GL�
QRQ�FRQGDQQDUH�QHFHVVDULDPHQWH�D�XQ�SHQVLHUR�HVFOXGHQWH�FKL�KD�
XQD�FROORFD]LRQH�VRFLDOH�SUHGRPLQDQWH�H�FHQWUDOH��R.�Grosfoguel,�
The�Epistemic�Decolonial�Turn,�«Cultural�Studies»,�21�[2007],�
2-3,�pp.�211-223).

���S.�Harding,�Standpoint�Methodologies�and�Epistemologies:�
A�Logic�of�Scienti𿿿c�Inquiry�for�People��LQ�81(6&2�DQG�,QWHU�
QDWLRQDO�6RFLDO�6FLHQFH�&RXQFLO��World�Social�Science�Report:�
Knowledge�Divides,�UNESCO�Publishing,�Paris�2010,�pp.�173-175.

���F.�Putignano,�Feminist�Objectivity�in�Philosophy�of�Science��
cit.,�pp.�113-114.
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pregiudiziale,�in�alcuni�casi.�La�conoscenza�proviene�
VHPSUH�GD�XQ�TXDOFKH�OXRJR��LQ�DOWUH�SDUROH��H�SUHVHQ
WDUOD�FRPH�QHXWUDOH�FRPSRUWD�D�WXWWL�JOL�HIIHWWL�SUHQGHUH�
una�posizione�metascienti𿿿ca,�che�trova�il�suo�riÀesso�
LPPHGLDWR�QHOOH�SUDWLFKH�H�QHL�ULVXOWDWL�GHOOD�VFLHQ]D�
condotta�sotto�tale�credenza.�Putignano�presenta�in�
TXHVWL�WHUPLQL�OD�TXHVWLRQH�

Our�epistemological�questions�are�dif𿿿cult�to�frame�
in�epistemologies�in�which�gender�and�the�knowing�
DJHQW¶V�VRFLDO�VLWXDWLRQ�DUH�JHQHUDOO\�FRQVLGHUHG�LU�
relevant�to�knowledge.�But�this�is�not�to�argue�that�
knowledge�can�only�be�judged�on�its�own�terms.�
)HPLQLVW�HSLVWHPRORJ\�GRHV�QRW�UXOH�RXW�WKH�SRVVL�
bility�or�desiderability�of�objective�knowledge,�but�
LW�GRHV�UDLVH�QHZ�TXHVWLRQV�DERXW�REMHFWLYLW\��.

9HGLDPR�GXQTXH�FRPH�OD�67�KD�LPSRVWDWR�LO�SUR�
blema�intorno�alla�nozione�di�“oggettività”.�Secondo�
Putignano,�la�mossa�𿿿loso𿿿ca�è�quella�di�ribaltare�il�
paradigma�dominante�e�ride𿿿nire�l’oggettività�scien�
ti𿿿ca�in�“oggettività�femminista”,�che�viene�de𿿿ni�
ta�come�«the�aspiration�to�describe�the�world�in�its�
FRPSOH[LW\��PXWXDO�UHFRJQLWLRQ�RI�WKH�PXOWLSOH�DQG�
partial�character�of�the�subject�of�knowledge,�doing�
justice�to�the�subjects�at�stake»��.�È�di�fondamentale�
LPSRUWDQ]D�QRQ�ODVFLDUVL�LQJDQQDUH�GDOOD�IRUPXOD]LR�
QH��O¶³RJJHWWLYLWj�IHPPLQLVWD´�QRQ�FHVVD�LSVR�IDFWR�GL�
essere�anche�“scienti𿿿ca”.�Nondimeno,�l’intento�–�de�
𿿿nitorio�dell’operazione�stessa�e�dunque�cruciale�–�è�

���Ivi,�p.�8.
���Ivi,�p.�67.
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TXHOOR�GL�GHPROLUH�LO�SDUDGLJPD�PRQROLWLFR�SUHFHGHQWH�
e�fare�spazio�a�una�pluralità�di�visioni.

Qui,�a�mio�avviso,�si�intravede�già�tutta�la�tensione�
di�questa�operazione�𿿿loso𿿿ca�giocata�sul�𿿿lo�della�
contraddittorietà.�Coesistono,�almeno�negli�intenti�
iniziali,�due�aspetti�che�possono�apparire�opposti.�Da�
XQ�ODWR��F¶q�LO�ULEDOWDPHQWR�GL�SURVSHWWLYD�FKH�VL�YXROH�
DWWXDUH��SRLFKp�GHQXQFLDUH�OD�QHXWUDOLWj�GHOOD�VFLHQ]D�
come�una�𿿿nzione�mascherante�e�silenziatrice�equivale�
senz’altro�a�scuotere�le�fondamenta�dell’edi𿿿cio�della�
scienza�moderna.�Ma�è�altrettanto�pressante�la�premura�
di�non�𿿿nire�per�“aprire�la�diga”�epistemologica�che�
PHWWH�VXOOR�VWHVVR�SLDQR�RJQL�SURFHVVR�GL�FRVWUX]LRQH�
della�conoscenza,�quale�che�esso�sia.�L’immagine�che�
TXLQGL�YLHQH�VXJJHULWD�GDOO¶³RJJHWWLYLWj�IHPPLQLVWD´�
q�TXHOOD�GL�XQ�FHQWUR��XQ�QXFOHR��FKH�KD�LO�FRPSLWR�
IRQGDPHQWDOH�GL�WHQHUD�DQFRUDWH�OH�SHFXOLDULWj�GHL�YDUL�
VWDQGSRLQW�a�un�terreno�comune�stemperando,�per�così�
dire,�gli�eccessi�idiosincratici�che�da�essi�promanano.

È�per�questo�motivo�che�Haraway,�già�nel�1988,�si�
VJDQFLDYD�GDOO¶RSSRVL]LRQH�±�LQ�HIIHWWL�GL�SHU�Vp�VWH�
rile�–�tra�universalismo�e�relativismo.�L’idea�è�quella�
GL�ULXVFLUH�D�VRPPDUH�FRQRVFHQ]H�³LQHYLWDELOPHQWH�
SDU]LDOL�SURSULR�LQ�TXDQWR�VLWXDWH´�SHU�DXPHQWDUH�OD�
qualità�della�conoscenza�umana�sul�mondo.�Il�progetto�
si�traduce�nella�pratica�con�lo�slogan�«solidarity�in�
SROLWLFV�DQG�VKDUHG�FRQYHUVDWLRQV�LQ�HSLVWHPRORJ\ª��.

&RPH�3XWLJQDQR�PRVWUD�LQ�GHWWDJOLR����O¶HSLVWHPR�
ORJLD�IHPPLQLVWD�VL�LQVHULVFH�D�SLHQR�WLWROR�QHL�GLEDWWLWL�
fondamentali�della�𿿿loso𿿿a�della�scienza�novecentesca�

���D.�Haraway,�Situated�Knowledges,�cit.,�p.�584.
���F.�Putignano,�Feminist�Objectivity�in�Philosophy�of�Science��

cit.,�pp.�77-85.



',63(5'(56,���

FKH��VXOOD�VFLD�GHOOH�URWWXUH�DSSRUWDWH�GD�.XKQ�H�GD�
Quine����DYHYDQR�PHVVR�LQ�FULVL�SURSULR�OD�VROLGLWj�H�
universalità�del�metodo�scienti𿿿co�da�un�punto�di�vista�
metodologico.�L’interesse�che�le�posizioni�femministe�
GHVWDQR�q�GRYXWR�DO�YROHU�WHQWDUH�GL�ULVROYHUH�TXHVWD�FUL�
si�accogliendo�a�braccia�aperte�quello�che�altri�𿿿loso𿿿�
FRQVLGHUDYDQR�XQ�EDUDWUR�GD�FXL�DOORQWDQDUVL��RYYHUR�
O¶DFFHWWD]LRQH�GL�YDORUL�QRQ�HSLVWHPLFL�FRPH�JXLGD�GHO�
le�pratiche�scienti𿿿che.�Negli�ultimi�decenni�il�dibatti�
WR�HSLVWHPRORJLFR��QRQ�VROR�IHPPLQLVWD��KD�LQL]LDWR�D�
HURGHUH�O¶LPPDJLQH�±�GRSRWXWWR�DOWDPHQWH�LGHDOL]]DWD�
±�GHOOD�VFLHQ]D�FRPH�SXUDPHQWH�RULHQWDWD�GD�YDORUL�
HSLVWHPLFL�TXDOL�O¶DFFXUDWH]]D��OD�FRHUHQ]D��LO�SRWHUH�
predittivo�o�la�falsi𿿿cabilità,�tutti�accomunati�da�una�
tensione�verso�la�verità.�Si�è�però�fatta�strada�l’idea�che�
DQFKH�TXHVWL�YDORUL�VLDQR�DOPHQR�LQ�XQD�FHUWD�PLVXUD�
soggetti�alle�inÀuenze�storiche�e�politico-sociali�della�
cultura�in�cui�vengono�identi𿿿cati�come�tali�e�dunque�
eletti�a�criteri�orientativi�della�scienza.�Quest’ultima�
ha�così�ancor�più�fortemente�assunto�i�contorni�di�una�
SUDWLFD�FKH�GHYH�IDUH�L�FRQWL�FRQ�OD�ULFHUFD�RULHQWDWD�
QRQ�VROR�GD�YDORUL�SXUDPHQWH�HSLVWHPLFL��PD�DQFKH�GD�
considerazioni�pragmatiche�e�contestuali.

Non�tutte�le�critiche�all’oggettività�scienti𿿿ca�o�
DOOD�VFLHQ]D�LQWHVD�FRPH�SULYD�GL�YDORUL��YDOXH�IUHH���
però,�arrivano�a�concedere�libera�circolazione�ai�va�
ORUL�QRQ�HSLVWHPLFL��FRPH�ID�LQYHFH�O¶HSLVWHPRORJLD�

���Quine,�tra�i�suoi�molti�contributi�alla�𿿿loso𿿿a�analitica�e�
SUDJPDWLVWD��KD�DSHUWR�D�SRVL]LRQL�SURVSHWWLYLVWH�LQ�VHPDQWLFD��
H�KD�VHPSUH�GLIHVR�XQD�IRUPD�±�SHU�FHUWL�YHUVL�OLEHUDOH��SHU�DOWUL�
molto�estesa�–�di�naturalismo�scienti𿿿co.�Kuhn�ha�messo�in�primo�
SLDQR�LO�FDUDWWHUH�VRFLDOH�H�VWRULFDPHQWH�GHWHUPLQDWR�GHOO¶LPSUHVD�
scienti𿿿ca,�portando�così�alla�revisione�di�nozioni�chiave�per�la�
scienza�come�quella�di�oggettività.



,�3817,�',�9,67$�$/�&(1752�'(//$�6&,(1=$ ���

femminista.�Il�riferimento�è�a�versioni�moderate�di�
costruttivismo�sociale�secondo�le�quali�ci�si�può�per�
mettere�una�forma�di�realismo�𿿿loso𿿿co�critica�dell’a�
VWUD]LRQH�RJJHWWLYLVWD��VHQ]D�SHU�TXHVWR�ULWHQHUH�FKH�
L�YDORUL�QRQ�HSLVWHPLFL�GHEEDQR�HVSOLFLWDPHQWH�JXL�
dare�la�pratica�scienti𿿿ca�nelle�sue�cosiddette�“fasi�
LQWHUQH´��FRQWUDSSRVWH�D�LQWHUSUHWD]LRQL�H[�SRVW�IDFWR���
HVVL�UDSSUHVHQWDQR�LQIDWWL��SL��FKH�DOWUR��XQ�DFFLGHQWH�
LQHYLWDELOH��PD�QRQ�GHVLGHUDELOH�LQ�Vp��.�L’epistemolo�
JLD�IHPPLQLVWD��H�LQ�SDUWLFRODUH�OD�67��SHQVDQR�LQYHFH�
FKH�OD�FROORFD]LRQH�VRFLDOH�QRQ�VROWDQWR�VLD�ULOHYDQWH��
bensì�di�“bene𿿿cio”�per�il�soggetto�conoscente��.�Nella�
FDUDWWHUL]]D]LRQH�SURSRVWD�GD�3XWLJQDQR��OD�67�VL�GL�
VWLQJXH�GD�DOWUL�DQDORJKL�WHQWDWLYL��DQFKH�IHPPLQLVWL��
di�rivalutare�l’oggettività�e�l’a-valorialità�come�princìpi�
IRQGDQWL�H�UHJRODWLYL�GHOOD�VFLHQ]D�SHU�O¶DWWHJJLDPHQWR�
GD�XQ�ODWR�SL��UDGLFDOH�³QHOOD�ULVROX]LRQH�GHO�SUREOHPD �́�
PD�FKH�DOOR�VWHVVR�WHPSR�±�DOPHQR�QHOOD�PLD�OHWWXUD�
±�QRQ�PLUD�D�VWUDYROJHUH�D�WXWWL�L�FRVWL�O¶LPSLDQWR�GHOOD�
scienza�e�della�𿿿loso𿿿a�della�scienza�contemporanee,�
pur�volendole�riformare�con�forza.

���,Q�HVWUHPD�VLQWHVL��O¶DSSURFFLR�FRVWUXWWLYLVWD�VRFLDOH�VRW�
tolinea�l’importanza�degli�agenti�epistemici�nella�de𿿿nizione�
degli�oggetti�di�studio�scienti𿿿co�e,�di�conseguenza,�erode�l’idea�
che�chi�fa�scienza�abbia�accesso�a�verità�assolute�e�de𿿿nitive.�
Se�una�lettura�forte�del�costruttivismo�sociale�può�sfociare�nel�
SRVWPRGHUQLVPR��XQD�IRUPXOD]LRQH�SL��PRGHUDWD�FRQVLVWH�QHOOD�
FRQVDSHYROH]]D�FKH�³L�QRVWUL�VWDQGDUG�GL�RJJHWWLYLWj�HSLVWHPLFD�
non�sono�indipendenti�da�spazio�e�tempo”�(F.�Putignano,�)HPLQLVW�

Objectivity�in�Philosophy�of�Science,�cit.,�p.�98).�8Q�ULIHULPHQWR�
utile�è�P.�Kitcher,�The�Advancement�of�Science:�Science�without�
Legend,�Objectivity�without�Illusions��2[IRUG�8QLYHUVLW\�3UHVV��
New�York�1993.

���Ivi,�p.�98.
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Ad�esempio,�una�delle�𿿿gure�centrali�della�ST,�Har�
GLQJ����SUHQGHQGR�OH�PRVVH�GDOOD�FULWLFD�GHOOD�QR]LRQH�
GL�RJJHWWLYLWj�QHOOD�VFLHQ]D�VFHJOLH�QRQ�GL�GLVIDUVHQH��
bensì�di�solidi𿿿carla,�tramite�un’importante�revisione�
FRQFHWWXDOH�LVSLUDWD�QRQ�VHFRQGDULDPHQWH�GD�PRWL�
vazioni�di�stampo�etico-politico.�Ma�ora�cercherò�di�
DIIURQWDUH�LQ�PDQLHUD�SL��FRQVHTXHQ]LDOH�OD�TXHVWLRQH�
del�rapporto�tra�ST�e�relativismo.

3.�,QWHQGHUVL�VXO�UHODWLYLVPR

&RPH�ULSRUWD�$VKWRQ����FKH�SHUDOWUR�DVVXPH�XQ�
SXQWR�GL�YLVWD�FULWLFR�VX�GL�HVVD��OD�67�VL�q�VSHVVR�
SUHVHQWDWD�FRPH�XQD�³WHU]D�YLD´�WUD�XQ¶LQWXL]LRQH�
fortemente�realista�e�un�relativismo�vero�e�proprio.�
Questa�interpretazione�trova�in�effetti�conferma�sia�
QHOOD�ULFRVWUX]LRQH�VWRULFR�WHRUHWLFD��VLD�QHOOD�SURSRVWD�
RULJLQDOH�GL�3XWLJQDQR��FKH�GLIHQGH�O¶LGHD�GL�XQ�³PLOG�

UHODWLYLVP”�(in�un’occorrenza�de𿿿nito�anche�“WDPHG�

UHODWYLVP”)�che�è�costitutivo�e�di�bene𿿿cio�alla�ST.�
Su�questo�concorda�anche�Ashton,�che�però�insiste�
VXO�IDWWR�FKH�TXHVWH�FDUDWWHULVWLFKH�VSLQJDQR�OD�67�DG�
DSSDUWHQHUH�SL��GHFLVDPHQWH�DO�FDPSR�GHOOH�SRVL]LRQL�
UHODWLYLVWH��SLXWWRVWR�FKH�IDUQH�XQD�YLD�GL�PH]]R�ULVSHWWR�
a�un�realismo�forte.

���Cfr.�S.�Harding,�Rethinking�Standpoint�Epistemology:�What�
is�‘Strong�Objectivity?’,�«The�Centennial�Review»,�26�(1992),�3,�
pp.�437-470�e�Id.,�Standpoint�Methodologies�and�Epistemologies��
cit.

���N.A.�Ashton,�Scienti𿿿c�Perspectives.�Feminist�Standpoints,�
and�Non-Silly�Relativism,� in�A.M.�Cretu,�M.�Massimi�(eds),�
Knowledge�from�a�Human�Point�of�View,�Springer,�Cham�2020.
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9HQHQGR�DO�SXQWR��OD�SULPD�RVVHUYD]LRQH�FKH�YRUUHL�
IDUH�SHUWLHQH�DO�UHDOH�³ULVFKLR´�GL�UHODWLYLVPR�FRPSRU�
tato�dalla�ST.�Da�un�lato,�è�intuitivo�che�una�messa�in�
TXHVWLRQH�GL�FRQFHWWL�FRPH�TXHOOL�GL�³RJJHWWLYLWj´�H�³QHX�
WUDOLWj´�LQGXFH�D�SHQVDUH�FKH�OD�IRQGD]LRQH�UHDOLVWD�GHOOD�
scienza�moderna�possa�essere�messa�in�questione.�Ma,�
GDOO¶DOWUR��D�XQ¶HIIHWWLYD�OHWWXUD�GHOOH�DUJRPHQWD]LRQL��VL�
capisce�senza�troppe�dif𿿿coltà�che�il�pericolo�di�un�re�
ODWLYLVPR�YHUR�H�SURSULR�QRQ�q�FRQFUHWR�SHU�FKL�VRVWLHQH�
la�ST.�La�revisione�del�concetto�di�“oggettività”,�così�
come�la�stessa�de𿿿nizione�di�“VWDQGSRLQW �́�VRQR�SRVWH�
QHL�WHUPLQL�GL�XQD�PDJJLRUH�FKLDUH]]D�GL�YLVLRQH�GRYXWD�
DOO¶DVVHQ]D�GL�ELDV�garantita�dal�privilegio�epistemico.�
Quest’ultimo�consisterebbe�dunque�in�un�emendamento,�
in�una�riforma�rispetto�a�qualcosa�di�già�dato.�Putigna�
gno�scrive�«there�is�a�need�to�integrate�GLIIHUHQW�V\VWHPV�
RI�WKRXJKWª����QRQ�D�FDVR�DJJLXQJR�O¶HQIDVL�VXOOD�SDUROD�
“integrare”.�Non�per�questo�la�riforma�è�da�interpretarsi�
LQ�WRQR�GLPLQXWLYR�GHOO¶RSHUD]LRQH�VWHVVD�R�DOOD�VWUHJXD�
di�una�glossa�marginale.�È�peraltro�ridondante�ricordare�
che�la�ST�parta�da�una�posizione�anti-assolutista,�così�
FRPH�VWDELOLUH�FKH�O¶DQWL�DVVROXWLVPR�q�XQD�FRQGL]LRQH�
SRVVLELOH�SHU�LO�UHODWLYLVPR�YHUR�H�SURSULR����PD�GL�FHUWR�
non�suf𿿿ciente.�Putignano�da�parte�sua�de𿿿nisce�PLOG�

UHODWLYLVP�O¶DFFHWWD]LRQH�GHOOD�QDWXUD�SURFHGXUDOH��VL�
WXDWD�QHOOD�VWRULD��QHOOD�VRFLHWj�H�QHOOD�FXOWXUD�GL�RJQL�
DWWLYLWj�XPDQD�LQFOXVD�OD�VFLHQ]D��.�L’accento�è�dunque�

���F.�Putignagno,�Feminist�Objectivity�in�Philosophy�of�Sci�
HQFH,�cit.,�p.�221.

���Ciò�si�riscontra�anche�in�A.�Coliva,�,�PRGL�GHO�UHODWLYLVPR��
cit.�e�M.�Baghramian,�A�Brief�History�of�Relativism,�cit.

���Cfr.�F.�Putignano,�Feminist�Objectivity�in�Philosophy�of�
Science,�cit.,�p.�278.
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SRVWR�VXOOD�WHPSRUDOLWj�H�VXOOD�³WHPSRUDQHLWj´���GHL�FUL�
WHUL�H�GHJOL�VWDQGDUG�DGRSHUDWL�DOO¶LQWHUQR�GHOOD�SUDWLFD�
scienti𿿿ca�nel�contesto�della�scoperta�e�in�quello�della�
giusti𿿿cazione.

$�TXHVWH�FRQFOXVLRQL��SHUDOWUR��VL�SHUYLHQH�XQD�YROWD�
FKH�VL�YXROH�ULFRQVLGHUDUH�OD�QR]LRQH�GL�RJJHWWLYLWj��
QHL�WHUPLQL�JLj�HVSRVWL�FKH�±�DJJLXQJR�±�VRQR�HYLGHQ�
temente�caratterizzati�in�termini�di�“comparazione”.�
5LFRUUH�LQIDWWL�XQ�OHVVLFR�YDOXWDWLYR�FRPSDUDWLYR��D�
SDUWLUH�GDOOD�VWHVVD�QR]LRQH�GL�³SULYLOHJLR´�HSLVWHPLFR�
FKH�SRQH�XQ�SXQWR�GL�YLVWD�DO�GL�VRSUD�GL�DOWUL��LQ�TXDQWR�
UDSSUHVHQWD�XQD�IRQGD]LRQH��grounding���VHPSUH�WHP�
poranea�e�contestuale�«morally�and�scienti𿿿cally�prefe�
rable»�ad�altre,�«for�our�intepretations�and�explanations�
RI�QDWXUH�DQG�VRFLDO�OLIHª��.�In�breve,�la�formulazione�di�
XQR�VWDQGSRLQW�FRQVHQWH�GL�SHUYHQLUH�FROOHWWLYDPHQWH�
D�XQD�FRQRVFHQ]D�PLJOLRUH��.

/H�RFFRUUHQ]H�OHVVLFDOL�GL�TXHVWR�JHQHUH�SRWUHEEHUR�
FRQWLQXDUH��PD�LO�SXQWR�q�JLj�IDWWR��VH�OD�67�SRQH�OD�
TXHVWLRQH�LQ�WHUPLQL�GL�FRPSDUD]LRQH�H�³SUHIHULELOL�
tà”�tra�i�punti�di�vista,�signi𿿿ca�che�esiste�un�terreno�
FRPXQH�VXO�TXDOH�QRQ�VROWDQWR�SRWHUOL�YDOXWDUH��PD�
DQFKH�RSHUDUH�GHOOH�VFHOWH�D�UDJLRQH�YHGXWD�H�VHFRQGR�
un�dato�gruppo�di�criteri.�Tutto�questo�è�suf𿿿ciente�a�
VFDQVDUH�LO�SHULFROR�GL�XQ�UHODWLYLVPR�YHUR�H�SURSULR��
FKH�FRPSRUWHUHEEH�XQD�VLWXD]LRQH�LQ�FXL�LO�SUREOHPD�
SL��JUDYH�VDUHEEH�TXHOOR�GHOO¶LQGHFLGLELOLWj�GL�SUHIH�
renza�(per�restare�col�termine�impiegato�da�Harding)�

���Cfr.�Ivi,�p.�209.
���S.�Harding,�The�Science�Question�in�Feminism��&RUQHOO�

University�Press,�Ithaca�1986,�p.�26,�enfasi�aggiunta.
���Cfr.�F.�Putignano,�Feminist�Objectivity�in�Philosophy�of�

Science,�cit.,�pp.�202,�209.
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WUD�OH�YDULH�RS]LRQL�LQ�FDPSR��VH�QRQ�DGGLULWWXUD�O¶LP�
SRVVLELOLWj�GL�XQD�FRPSDUD]LRQH�WUD�HVVH�D�FDXVD�GHOOH�
troppo�gravi�differenze.

8Q¶DSSOLFD]LRQH�q�LOOXVWUDWD�LQ�PDQLHUD�PROWR�VFKH�
PDWLFD��PD�ULOHYDQWH�SHU�TXHVWD�GLVFXVVLRQH��GD�0Q�
FXEH���ULVSHWWR�DO�FDVR�GHL�UDSSRUWL�WUD�GXH�SDUDGLJPL�
HSLVWHPLFL��TXHOOR�GHOOD�PHGLFLQD�RFFLGHQWDOH�H�GHOOD�
medicina�tradizionale�africana.�Secondo�Mncube,�li�
mitarsi�a�quello�che�chiama�«wholesale�relativism»����
XQ�UHODWLYLVPR�DOO¶LQJURVVR��QHO�FRQIURQWDUH�L�GXH�SDUD�
GLJPL�QRQ�ID�EHQH�DOOD�GHFRORQL]]D]LRQH�GHOOD�PHGLFLQD�
in�Sud�Africa.�Il�voler�semplicemente�accostare�due�
SDUDGLJPL�HVWUHPDPHQWH�GLYHUVL��FKH�SXUH�KDQQR�GHOOH�
comunanze�teoriche�e�procedurali,�come�l’identi𿿿ca�
]LRQH�GL�XQD�PDODWWLD�QHOO¶LQGLYLGXR�H�LO�YROHUOD�FXUDUH��
QHL�PHWRGL�H�QHOOD�ORJLFD�QRQ�HTXLYDOH�D�UHVWLWXLUH�DOOD�
PHGLFLQD�WUDGL]LRQDOH�DIULFDQD�LO�YDORUH�FKH�HUD�VWDWR�
VSD]]DWR�GDOO¶LPSRVWD]LRQH�HJHPRQLFD�HSLVWHPLFD�FR�
ORQLDOLVWD��RYYHUR�D�GHFRORQL]]DUOD�ULSDUDQGR�O¶LQJLX�
stizia�epistemica�inÀitta�–�senza�scordarci�di�quanto�
GLFHYD�6DQWRV�GHOO¶HSLVWHPLFLGLR�JOREDOH��.�Una�tale�
posizione�di�fatto�“𿿿nge”�che�non�esista�un�terreno�co�
mune�sul�quale�misurare�l’ef𿿿cacia�di�approcci�alla�me�

���Z.�Mncube,�On�Local�Medical�Traditions,�in�D.�Ludwig,�I.�
Koskinen�HW��DO���HGV���Global�Epistemologies�and�Philosophies�
of�Science,�Routledge,�London�2021,�pp.�231-242.�

���,O�WHUPLQH�LQJOHVH�³wholesale”�si�può�rendere�in�italiano�sia�
FRQ�³DOO¶LQJURVVR �́�VLD�FRQ�³VX�ODUJD�VFDOD´�QHO�VHQVR�GL�³WRWDOH �́�
“onnicomprensivo”.�Mi�pare�che,�in�effetti,�entrambe�le�sfumature�
VLDQR�SHUWLQHQWL�DOOD�FDUDWWHUL]]D]LRQH�PHWDIRULFD�SURSRVWD�GD�
Mncube,�che�vuole�stigmatizzare�un�relativismo�poco�raf𿿿nato�
SURSULR�³LQ�TXDQWR´�QRQ�RSHUD�OH�GLVWLQ]LRQL�SL��VRWWLOL�FKH�RF�
correrebbero.

���Cfr.�VXSUD.
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GLFLQD�GLYHUVL��FKH�LQYHFH�0QFXEH�ULYHQGLFD��VHFRQGR�L�
GHWWDPL�GHOOD�PHGLFLQD�FRQWHPSRUDQHD��ULYHQGLFDQGR�
però�anche�l’“integrazione”�di�elementi�tradizionali�
DIULFDQL�ODGGRYH�VL�GLPRVWULQR�XWLOL��DO�OLPLWH�DQFKH�
dimostrando�un’ef𿿿cacia�pari�al�placebo��.

7RUQDQGR�DOOD�67��OD�VHFRQGD�FRQVHJXHQWH�RVVHU�
vazione�dev’essere�di�tipo�terminologico.�Appurato�–�
salvo�critiche�di�maglia�più�𿿿ne,�che�qui�non�sono�state�
DIIURQWDWH�±�FKH�OD�67�QRQ�LQWHQGH�HVVHUH�UHODWLYLVWD�LQ�
senso�proprio�e�che,�anzi,�ciò�sarebbe�una�contraddi�
zione�almeno�con�un�terzo�della�sua�de𿿿nizione�(quella�
UHODWLYD�DO�SULYLOHJLR�HSLVWHPLFR���DOORUD�LQ�XQ�FHUWR�
VHQVR�VWXSLVFH�OD�ULYHQGLFD]LRQH��R�O¶DPPLVVLRQH��GL�
forme�moderate,�“addomesticate”,�di�relativismo.�Non�
sarebbe�suf𿿿ciente�parlare�di�“pluralismo”?�Il�dibattito�
WHFQLFR�q��DSSXQWR��HVWUHPDPHQWH�GHWWDJOLDWR�H��LURQL�
FDPHQWH��SROLFHQWULFR��.�Permane�un�minimo�valore�nel�
ULEDGLUH��GL�FRQVHJXHQ]D��FKH�XQ¶XOWHULRUH�SUHFLVD]LRQH�
terminologica�potrebbe�giovare�alla�doppia�causa,�𿿿lo�
so𿿿ca�e�politica�insieme,�dell’epistemologia�femmini�
sta.�Nella�prossima�sezione�esploro�anche�quest’idea,�
allargando�il�campo�alle�epistemologie�globali.

4.�5HODWLYLVPR�WUD�DFFDGHPLD�H�SROLWLFD

Tirando�le�𿿿la�del�discorso�in�relazione�alla�se�
FRQGD�VH]LRQH�GL�TXHVWR�VDJJLR��ULWHQJR�GL�SDUWLFRODUH�
LQWHUHVVH�OD�FRQQHVVLRQH�FKH�HVLVWH�WUD�O¶HSLVWHPRORJLD�
IHPPLQLVWD��TXL�HVDPLQDWD�QHOOD�YHUVLRQH�GHOOD�67��H�LO�

���Z.�Mncube,�On�Local�Medical�Traditions,�cit.,�p.�240.
���Si�veda�M.�Baghramian,�A.�Coliva,�5HODWLYLVP��5RXWOHGJH��

London-New�York�2019.
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SL��DPSLR�H�YDULHJDWR�PRYLPHQWR�GHOOH�HSLVWHPRORJLH�
subalterne�a�livello�globale.�I�due�𿿿loni,�diversi�per�
dimensioni�del�campo�di�studio�diretto,�ma�af𿿿ni�per�
LQWHQWR�H�FRPXQDQ]D�GHOO¶RELHWWLYR�SROHPLFR��GHYRQR�
VHQ]¶DOWUR�HVVHUH�LQWHJUDWL�O¶XQR�FRQ�O¶DOWUR�DQFKH�LQ�
virtù�di�queste�differenze.

Esiste�però�un�disallineamento�metodologico�che�
ULWHQJR�GL�DVVROXWD�ULOHYDQ]D�SHU�GDUH�LO�JLXVWR�VHQVR�
a�questo�invito�all’integrazione�reciproca.�Pur�senza�
SUHWHVH�GL�HVDXVWLYLWj��PL�SDUH�FKH�JOL�VWXGL�VXOOH�HSL�
VWHPRORJLH�JOREDOL�UDUDPHQWH�VL�RFFXSLQR�GHOO¶HIIHWWLYR�
onere�𿿿loso𿿿co�di�cui�qualsiasi�discorso�pluralista/
DQWL�DVVROXWLVWD�GHYH�IDUVL�FDULFR�DQFKH�SHU�ULVXOWDUH�SL��
persuasivo�a�livello�retorico.�L’onere�consiste�proprio�
nella�trattazione�del�relativismo.�L’insuf𿿿cienza�di�un�
suo�trattamento�super𿿿ciale�è,�spero,�già�emersa�in�
TXHVWD�VHGH��H�G¶DOWURQGH�JOL�VWXGL�VXOOH�HSLVWHPRORJLH�
JOREDOL�WHQGRQR�DG�DSSLDWWLUYLVL��SXU�LPSLHJDQGR�XQ�
WHUPLQH��HSLVWHPH��GDOOD�VWRULD�H�GDO�VDSRUH�LQQHJD�
bilmente�𿿿loso𿿿ci.�Ciò,�tuttavia,�si�spiega�in�maniera�
PROWR�VHPSOLFH��D�SDUWLUH�GDOOR�VWHVVR�6DQWRV��FKL�VL�
RFFXSD�GL�TXHVWL�WHPL�GL�VROLWR�SURYLHQH�GDOOD�VRFLR�
ORJLD��GDL�FXOWXUDO�VWXGLHV��GDOOH�VFLHQ]H�SROLWLFKH�LQ�
generale.�È�dunque�comprensibile�che�l’accento�sia�
SRVWR�VXO�coté�VRFLRSROLWLFR�GHOO¶HSLVWHPLFLGLR��GHOOD�
decolonizzazione�dei�saperi,�e�così�via,�piuttosto�che�
su�quello�tecnico-teoretico.

/D�67��GDO�FDQWR�VXR��KD�DYXWR�LO�SUHJLR�GL�DYHU�
LPSRVWDWR�VLQ�GDO�SULQFLSLR�LO�GLVFRUVR�QHL�WHUPLQL�GL�
un�costante�doppio�binario�𿿿loso𿿿co�e�politico.�Le�
ULYHQGLFD]LRQL�VRFLDOL�GL�WLSR�HSLVWHPLFR�QRQ�SRWHYD�
QR�QRQ�SDVVDUH�GD�XQD�ULJRURVD�GLVFXVVLRQH�GHO�PH�
rito�𿿿loso𿿿co�del�“problema”�di�come�arrivare�non�
WDQWR�D�XQ�DWWDFFR�DQWL�DVVROXWLVWD�DOO¶LGHRORJLD�GHOOD�
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VFLHQ]D�PRQROLWLFD��TXDQWR�D�XQD�GLIHVD�FRHUHQWH�GL�
XQD�SRVL]LRQH�FKH�FRQVHQWLVVH�GL�QRQ�VFDGHUH�LQ�XQ�
anything�goes�nociva�non�solo�alla�legittimazione�𿿿lo�
so𿿿ca�dell’argomento,�ma�pure�alla�causa�politica�che�
è�all’origine�del�tutto.

Il�pericolo,�mi�pare,�che�sta�correndo�il�𿿿lone�delle�
HSLVWHPRORJLH�JOREDOL�q�SURSULR�TXHVWR��QRQ�WHQHUH�LQ�
considerazione�a�suf𿿿cienza�l’importanza�del�grande�
tema�𿿿loso𿿿co�che�marcia�in�parallelo�alle�giuste�ri�
vendicazioni�di�giustizia�epistemica�per�molte�e�molti.�
,O�GLDORJR�LQWURGXWWLYR�GHO�YROXPH�D�FXUD�GL�/XGZLJ�
e�Koskinen���q�UDSSUHVHQWDWLYR�GL�TXHVWD�WHQVLRQH��PD�
soltanto�in�parte.�E,�a�onor�del�vero,�Santos���DIIURQWD�
GL�SHWWR�OD�TXHVWLRQH�GHO�UHODWLYLVPR��VHSSXUH�LQ�SR�
che�pagine.�Ma�lo�fa�in�termini�sociologici:�insiste�sul�
YDORUH�³SUDJPDWLFR´�GL�YDOLGDUH�OH�FRQRVFHQ]H�QDWH�LQ�
periferia�geogra𿿿ca�e�sociale�del�mondo���H�SURSRQH�
GL�³UHODWLYL]]DUH�LO�UHODWLYLVPR´�LQYLWDQGR�D�FKLHGHUVL�
come�e�da�chi�nasca�questa�domanda,�suggerendo�così�
GL�GLVWLQJXHUH�LO�UHODWLYLVPR�GLSLQWR�GD�FKL�OR�YXROH�
DYYHUVDUH�GD�TXHOOR�FKH�VHUYH�D�GLIHQGHUH�OD�SUHVD�GL�
coscienza�che�«esistono�molteplici�mondi�di�vita,�di�
VHQVR�H�GL�D]LRQH�RJJHWWLYL�H�VRJJHWWLYL��FKH�SRVVRQR�
HVVHUH�GHVLJQDWL�FRPH�XQ�SOXULYHUVRª��.�A�ogni�modo,�

���D.�Ludwig,�I.�Koskinen,�Philosophy�or�Philosophies?�Epis�
temology�or�Epistemologies?,�in�D.�Ludwig,�I.�Koskinen�HW��DO��
�HGV���Globale�Epistemologies�and�Philosophies�of�Science,�cit.,�
pp.�15-25.

���B.d.S.�Santos,�Epistemologie�del�Sud,�cit.,�pp.�63-69.
���Ivi,�p.�64.
���Ivi,�p.�65.�Santos�continua�la�frase�citata�così�«[…]�allora�

il�relativismo�non�è�altro�che�l’espressione�della�relatività».�L’in�
WHQWR�FKH�DQLPD�OD�IUDVH�GL�6DQWRV�q�GHSRWHQ]LDUH�O¶HVSUHVVLRQH�
“relativismo”�inteso�nei�suoi�connotati�temibili�per�la�𿿿loso𿿿a.�
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SUHQGHQGR�LQ�FRQVLGHUD]LRQH�DXWULFL�H�DXWRUL�PHQR�FHQ�
trali�e�sistematici�di�Santos,�il�punto�permane.�D’altra�
SDUWH��PL�VHPEUD�FKH�LQYHFH�FL�VLD�PLQRU�ELVRJQR�GL�
ULFRUGDUH�D�FKL�ID�HSLVWHPRORJLD�IHPPLQLVWD�GL�QRQ�
OLPLWDUVL�DOOR�VIRU]R�DFFDGHPLFR��QRQFKp�DOOD�ORWWD�FKH�
là�non�manca,�soprattutto�per�le�donne.�Concludo�con�
XQ�SDVVDJJLR�GD�3XWLJQDQR�FKH�WURYR�LQGLFDWLYR�

,�EHOLHYH�WKH�FKDOOHQJH�LV�WR�DFFHSW�UHODWLYLVP��E\�
offering�a�system�(even�if�not�absolute�or�𿿿xed)�to�
judge�between�different�claims.�In�a�framework�that�
DFFHSWV�UHODWLYLVP��VD\LQJ�WKDW�D�EHOLHI�LV�UHODWLYH�
GRHV�QRW�LQYROYH�DQ\�SDUWLFXODU�OHJLWLPDF\�GDPDJH�
JLYHQ�WKDW�SRWHQWLDOO\�DOO�SHUVSHFWLYHV�DUH�UHODWLYH�
DQG�WKXV�QR�D�SULRUL�VXSHULRULW\�LV�DWWULEXWHG�WR�RQH�
RYHU�WKH�RWKHUV��.

5.�8Q�SLFFROR�HVHUFL]LR�GL�VWDQGSRLQW

Ritengo�in𿿿ne�che�sarebbe�mancare�clamorosamen�
WH�LO�SXQWR�VFULYHUH�XQ�VDJJLR�VXOOD�67�H�QRQ�IHUPDUVL�
neppure�un�attimo�a�riÀettere�su�ciò�che�si�sta�facendo.�
$�FRVWR�GL�SURGXUUH�TXDOFKH�ULJD�GL�XQD�VRUWD�GL�DXWR�
etnogra𿿿a�non�richiesta,�tenterò�di�riÀettere�su�questa�
mia�operazione�conoscitiva.

$�OLYHOOR�VRFLDOH��q�LQGXEELR�FKH�LR�QRQ�SURYHQJD�
GDL�PDUJLQL��VH�FRQVLGHULDPR�FDWHJRULH�FRPH�HWQLFLWj��

6XL�UDSSRUWL�WUD�UHODWLYLVPR�H�UHODWLYLWj�PL�SHUPHWWR�GL�ULQYLDUH�D�
F.�Batisti,�Is�Linguistic�Relativity�a�Kind�of�Relativism?,�«Para�
digmi»,�3�(2019),�pp.�415-428.

���F.�Putignano,�Objectivity�in�Philosophy�of�Science,�cit.,�
p.�172.
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VHVVR��RULHQWDPHQWR�VHVVXDOH��FHQVR�IDPLOLDUH��HPLVIHUR�
economico�del�globo.�Allo�stesso�tempo,�sono�quello�
che�si�de𿿿nisce�un�𿿿rst-generation�university�student��
XQ�𿿿rst-generation�academic��QRQFKp�DWWXDOPHQWH�XQ�
SUHFDULR�D�OLYHOOR�FRQWUDWWXDOH�QHOO¶XQLYHUVLWj�H�QHOOD�
scuola.

Nel�mio�campo�d’interesse�𿿿loso𿿿co,�la�stragran�
GH�PDJJLRUDQ]D�GHL�WHVWL�VX�FXL�KR�VWXGLDWR�VRQR�VWDWL�
VFULWWL�GD�XRPLQL�FRQ�FDUDWWHULVWLFKH�QRQ�WURSSR�GLVVL�
mili�dalle�mie;�così�come�lo�sono�stati�la�maggioranza�
(seppur�non�schiacciante)�dei�miei�professori.�Sin�dalla�
ODXUHD�WULHQQDOH��KR�VHJXLWR�LQ�PDQLHUD�SRFR�³VWUDWH�
JLFD´�L�PLHL�LQWHUHVVL�GL�VWXGHQWH�FROORFDQGRPL�WUD�OD�
𿿿loso𿿿a�del�linguaggio�e�la�𿿿loso𿿿a�della�psicologia�
(più�precisamente�delle�scienze�cognitive).�L’approccio�
dominante�in�questi�campi�è�quello�analitico,�e�ciò�è�
valso�anche�per�la�mia�esperienza.�Sin�dai�primissimi�
DSSURFFL�FRQ�TXHVWH�GLVFLSOLQH��PL�VRQR�VHQWLWR�VSHVVR�
LQ�GLIHWWR��PD�SHU�SULPD�FRVD�DIIDVFLQDWR��GL�IURQWH�
DOO¶DOOXUH�analitica.�Un�approccio�alla�𿿿loso𿿿a�senz’al�
WUR�SRWHQWH��GLFKLDUDWDPHQWH�GHYRWR�DO�ULJRUH�QHOOD�GH�
OLPLWD]LRQH�GHOO¶RJJHWWR�GL�ULFHUFD�H�QHOOD�FKLDUH]]D�
dell’argomentazione.�Certo,�non�ho�mai�pensato�che�
questo�approccio�potesse�esaurire�ciò�che�la�𿿿loso𿿿a�
DYHVVH�GD�GLUH��H�GD�GLUPL)�di�interessante�e�rilevante.�
(SSXUH��SHU�DOFXQL�DQQL�VRQR�VWDWR�FRQYLQWR�FKH�OD�
strada�da�percorrere�per�trovare�un�valore�𿿿loso𿿿co�
³VHULR´�H�DFFHVVLELOH�D�WXWWL�±�FLRq�QRQ�VROR�DJOL�DGHUHQWL�
D�XQD�SDUWLFRODUH�VFXROD�GL�SHQVLHUR�±�QRQ�SRWHVVH�FKH�
essere�quella.

$SSURIRQGHQGR� XQ� DUJRPHQWR� DOO¶LQFURFLR� WUD�
scienze�empiriche�e�riÀessione�𿿿loso𿿿ca,�ho�però�vi�
VWR�SURJUHVVLYDPHQWH�FUHVFHUH�XQD�GLVWDQ]D�GDOOH�PLH�
stesse�impressioni�e�credenze�in�merito.�Comincian�
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GR�D�IUHTXHQWDUH�FRQIHUHQ]H�DFFDGHPLFKH�LQ�(XURSD�
(i�cui�partecipanti�non�erano�tutti�europei,�però),�il�
disagio�di�non�essere�all’altezza�di�𿿿loso𿿿�analitici�
VL�q�OHQWDPHQWH�WUDPXWDWR�LQ�XQ�ULFRQRVFLPHQWR�GHO�
OD�SDU]LDOLWj�GL�TXHOO¶DSSURFFLR�H�GHL�VXRL�WUDWWL��DOWD�
PHQWH��LGLRVLQFUDWLFL�FKH�HPHUJRQR�FKLDUDPHQWH�QHOOD�
“pratica”,�orale�e�scritta,�di�questo�stile�𿿿loso𿿿co.�Non�
SHU�TXHVWR�KR�FRPSOHWDPHQWH�ULEDOWDWR�LO�PLR�PRGR�GL�
concepire�(e�fare)�la�𿿿loso𿿿a.�A�dire�il�vero,�la�presa�
GL�FRQVDSHYROH]]D�FKH�going�full�analytic�QRQ�IRVVH�OD�
PLD�VWUDGD��XQD�FRQFOXVLRQH�GDOO¶LQWHUHVVH�PRGHVWR��D�
FRQWL�IDWWL��PL�KD�IDWWR�VLPXOWDQHDPHQWH�FDSLUH�TXDOL�
DVSHWWL�GL�HVVD�ULWHQJR�DQFRUD�LPSRUWDQWH�WHQHUH�LQ�DOWD�
considerazione.�Senza�dilungarmi,�oggi�identi𿿿co�il�
SULQFLSDOH�GL�WDOL�DVSHWWL�FRQ�XQ�DWWHJJLDPHQWR�QDWX�
UDOLVWD��.�Con�questa�parola�intendo�l’associazione�ai�
progetti�di�«condurre�ogni�teorizzazione�𿿿loso𿿿ca�in�
DFFRUGR�FRQ�L�PHWRGL�H�L�ULVXOWDWL�GHOOH�VFLHQ]H�QDWXUDOLª�
e�«cercare�di�comprendere�il�mondo�il�più�possibile�in�
WHUPLQL�FRPSDWLELOL�FRQ�DVVXQ]LRQL�PDWHULDOLVWHª��.

0D�OD�SDUWH�SL��LQWHUHVVDQWH�SHU�FKL�OHJJH�TXHVWH�
PLH�ULFRVWUX]LRQL�SHQVR�VLD�LO�³FRPH´�LR�DEELD�SHUFRU�
so�questo�cambiamento�di�giudizio.�Non�è�una�novità�
DVVROXWD��PD�PL�SDUH�FKH�VROR�GL�UHFHQWH�VWLD�SUHQGHQGR�
corpo�un’autoriÀessione�della�𿿿loso𿿿a�quantomeno�

���Cfr.�V.�Bortolami,�On�the�Metaphilosophical�Implications�
of�the�Naturalism�Question�in�Feminism,�«Veri𿿿che»,�50,�(2021),�
2,�pp.�183-208:�188-190.

���M.�Rea,�World�without�Design.�The�Ontological�Consequen�
FHV�RI�1DWXUDOLVP��&ODUHQGRQ�3UHVV��2[IRUG�������FLWDWR�H�WUDGRWWR�
in�italiano�da�L.�Perissinotto,�Il�naturalismo�oggi.�Abbozzo�di�
una�mappa�e�alcune�riÀessioni,�in�G.�Bagnati,�HW��DO���D�FXUD�GL���
Le�varietà�del�naturalismo��(GL]LRQL�&D¶�)RVFDUL��9HQH]LD�������
pp.�11-29.
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DQJORVDVVRQH��FKH�LQ�JUDQ�SDUWH�FRLQFLGH�FRQ�TXHOOD�
DQDOLWLFD��ULVSHWWR�DOOD�OLPLWDWH]]D�±�DQ]L��³SDU]LDOL�
tà”�–�della�𿿿loso𿿿a�del�linguaggio,�in�quanto�essa�è�
ULIHULWD�LQ�XQD�SHUFHQWXDOH�LPSUHVVLRQDQWH�DOOD�OLQJXD�
LQJOHVH��SHU�GL�SL��OLPLWDWDPHQWH�DO�GLDOHFW�EULWDQQLFR�
e�nordamericano.�Il�problema�–�centrale�nelle�riÀes�
VLRQL�GHOOD�67�IHPPLQLVWD�±�q�FKH�SHU�PROWL�GHFHQQL�
TXHVWR�WHPD�QRQ�q�VWDWR�SRVWR��R�q�VWDWR�FRQVLGHUDWR�
marginale.�Trovandosi�in�posizione�egemone�a�livello�
economico�e�culturale,�la�𿿿loso𿿿a�anglosassone�non�si�
è�praticamente�mai�dovuta�preoccupare�di�giusti𿿿care�
il�fatto�che�riÀessioni�sul�“linguaggio”�scaturite�a�par�
WLUH�GD�GDWL�UHODWLYL�D�³XQD�VROD�OLQJXD´�SRWHVVHUR�QRQ�
essere�valide�universalmente.�In�questo�atteggiamento�
𿿿loso𿿿co-scienti𿿿co�ritrovo�a�pieno�titolo�l’ideologia�
GHOOD�VFLHQ]D�UD]LRQDOLVWD��YDOXH�IUHH�H�XQLYHUVDOLVWD�GH�
nunciato�(anche)�dall’epistemologia�femminista.�Oggi,�
all’interno�del�perimetro�della�𿿿loso𿿿a�analitica�c’è�
FKL�VL�VIRU]D�GL�LQWHJUDUQH�OR�VJXDUGR�FRQ�LO�ULFRUVR�D�
XQ�VHPSUH�SL��PDVVLFFLR�XWLOL]]R�GL�GDWL�H�LQWXL]LRQL�
OLQJXLVWLFKH�SURYHQLHQWL�GD�OLQJXH�GLYHUVH�GDOO¶LQJOHVH��
includendo�anche�lingue�non�europee.

,Q�TXDQWR�SDUODQWH�GL�LWDOLDQR�q�IRUVH�SRVVLELOH�FKH�LR�
PL�WURYL�LQ�XQ�SURFHVVR�±�FROOHWWLYR�±�GL�DFFHVVR�D�XQR�
VWDQGSRLQW,�limitatamente�ai�con𿿿ni�e�alla�rilevanza�
della�faccenda.�È�opportuno�sottolineare�che,�come�
vuole�Harding,�questo�movimento�ha�senz’altro�dei�
FRQWRUQL�GL�FDUDWWHUH�VRFLR�SROLWLFR��QRQ�VROWDQWR�IDUH�
carriera,�ma�persino�pubblicare�nelle�riviste�di�𿿿loso�
𿿿a�di�quest’orientamento�è�molto�dif𿿿cile�e�gravoso�
per�chi�non�parla�l’inglese�a�un�livello�giudicato�suf𿿿�
FLHQWH�GD�UHGD]LRQL�H�YDOXWDWRUL��LPSHJQDWL�LQ�XQ¶RSHUD�
GL�gate-keeping�più�o�meno�consapevole.�Movimenti�
FRPH�L�Barcelona�Principles�for�a�Globally�Inclusive�
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Philosophy���XQLVFRQR�HVDWWDPHQWH�L�GXH�DVSHWWL�GHOOD�
faccenda,�cioè�il�riÀettere�su�che�cosa�sia�la�𿿿loso𿿿a�
DQDOLWLFD��QRQ�VROR�GHO�OLQJXDJJLR��JOREDOH�RJJL�LQ�XQ�
contesto�multilingue�e�su�come�l’apertura�a�𿿿losofe/i�
QRQ�QDWLYL�G¶LQJOHVH�SRVVD�³PLJOLRUDUH´�OD�GLVFLSOLQD�
stessa.�A�mio�avviso,�questa�categoria�di�persone�può�
DUULYDUH��D�EUHYH��D�VYLOXSSDUH�XQ�SULYLOHJLR�HSLVWHPL�
FR��QHO�GLVWDQ]LDUVL�GDOO¶LGHRORJLD�QHXWUDOLVWD�H�LSHU�
UD]LRQDOLVWD�FKH�LQIRUPD�OD�WUDGL]LRQH�DQDOLWLFD�VHQ]D�
per�questo�volerla�abbandonare.

���F.�Contesi,�Barcelona�Principles�for�a�Globally�Inclusive�
Philosophy,�«Contesi�wordpress»,�8�settembre�2021,�https://contesi.
wordpress.com/bp/�(ultima�consultazione�aprile�2023).


